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philosopher were merely individually determined, for it is
quite certain in that case that he would neither be fully
understood nor even tolerated. The peculiar character of
the standpoint which is understood and appreciated by his
following1 must, therefore, correspond with a typical
personal attitude, which in the same or similar form finds
many representatives in human society. As a rule, the
partisans of either side attack each other merely externally,
always seeking out the joints in their opponent's individual
armour. Such a dispute, as a rule, bears little fruit. It
would be of considerably greater value1 if the contest were
transferred to the psychological realm, whence it actually
originates. Such a transposition would soon reveal the
fact that many different kinds of psychological attitudes
exist, each of which has a right to existence, although
necessarily leading to the setting up of incompatible
theories. As long as one tries to settle the dispute by forms
of external compromise, one merely satisfies the modest
claims of shallow minds that have never yet glowed with
the passion of a principle. But a real understanding can,
in my view, be reached only when the inherent diversity
of the psychological pre-conditions is recognised,
It is a fact, which is constantly and overwhelmingly
apparent in one's practical work, that a man is well-nigh
incapable of comprehending and giving full sanction to any
other standpoint than his own. In smaller things a pre-
vailing superficiality, a none too frequent indulgence and
tolerance, and an equally rare goodwill, may help to build
a bridge over the chasm which lack of understanding makes
between man and man. But, in more important maters
and especially those wherein the ideal of the type is in
question, an understanding seems, as a rule, to be beyond
the limits of possibility, Strife and misunderstanding are,
assuredly, constant requisites for the tragicomedy of human
life, but it is none the less undeniable that the advance of

